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Action: Reduce Oroville
Release Temperature
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Clarified Resource
Action: Maintain river
temperature at location “x”
below “y” degree for “z"
percentage of time in June
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Screening Result:
Desktop analysis is not an
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—> Modeling Plan:

Target at 1 degree lower (y-1 degree) to account for
operational uncertainties

Perform comparative analysis between Scenarios and
Benchmark Study

Define strategy for model implementation (or
modification) and model use

Stage 1: Adjust Oroville release intake elevation
(Scenario 1) (WQRRS only)

Stage 2: Use the river outlet valve (Scenario 2)
(desktop anaysis for operations + WQRRS)

Stage 3: Re-operate Facilities to increase low flow
channel flows and decrease flow through
Thermalito Power Plant (Scenario 3)
(HYDROPS + WQRRS)

Stage 4: Increase Oroville Facilities overall release
Scenario 4
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